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DETAILED ACTION 

1 . This action is responsive to the amendment filed on December 13, 2004. 
This action is made Final. 

2. In the amendment, claims 22-25 have been added. Claims 1-25 are 
pending in the case. Claims 1,11,21 and 22 are independent claims. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §112 

The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 112: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly 
claiming the subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

3. The rejection of claims 1,11 and 21 rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, second 
paragraph, as lacking antecedent basis, has been withdrawn as necessitated by 
the amendment. 

4. The rejection of claim 20 ejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, second paragraph, 
as lacking antecedent basis, has been withdrawn as necessitated by the 
amendment. 
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5. Claim 22 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, second paragraph, as being 
indefinite for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter 
which applicant regards as the invention. 

6. Claim 22 recites the limitation "the Web browser" in line 6. There is 
insufficient antecedent basis for this limitation in the claim. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for 
all obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described 
as set forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to 
be patented and the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been 
obvious at the time the invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which 
said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the 
invention was made. 

7. Claims 1-3, 5-8, 11-13, 15-18 and 20-21 remain and claims 22 and 24-25 
are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Mantha et al. 
(U.S. Patent 6163779) in view of Burman et al. (U.S. Pub. No. 20010010059). 

Regarding independent claim 1, Mantha discloses receiving a selection of a 
portion of the Web page (col. 8, lines 40-42) and storing the selected portion of 
the Web page to the client local storage (col. 2, lines 24-26; col. 12, lines 7-1 1 ). 

Mantha does not disclose determining the date information from a Web 
browser or linking the date information to the stored portion of the Web page. 
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Burman teaches determining date information from a Web browser (p.8, para. 
80) and linking the date information to the Web page (p.8, para. 80) since 
Burman discloses determining date information for transferring a Web page and 
it is obvious that the date information is linked to that particular Web page. It 
would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art, having the teachings 
of Mantha and Burman before him at the time the invention was made, to modify 
storing a Web page as taught by Mantha to include determining and linking date 
information to the Web page as taught by Burman, because associating date 
information with the Web page would allow the user to determine if the stored 
portion of the Web page was the most up-to-date version available. It would 
have been advantageous to one of ordinary skill to utilize such combination 
because the user would be able to easily determine if the stored version was 
current with the version available through the Internet by quickly looking at the 
linked date information and comparing it with the date information for the online 
version. 

Regarding dependent claim 2, Mantha discloses the portion of the Web page is 
selected from a group consisting of text data, image data, and site link data (col. 
1, lines 12-20). 

Regarding dependent claim 3, Mantha discloses storing the selected portion of 
the Web page comprises saving the selected portion to a main HTML file (col. 2, 
lines 24-26). 
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Regarding dependent claim 5, Mantha discloses the selected portion of the 
Web page includes image data that is stored in a separate file (col. 9, lines 52- 
62). 

Regarding dependent claim 6, Mantha discloses linking a main HTML file to the 
separate image data file (col. 10, lines 1 1-15). 

Regarding dependent claim 7, Mantha discloses the selected portion includes 
site link data that is stored in a separate file (col. 10, lines 22-25; col. 11, lines 8- 
10). 

Regarding dependent claim 8, Mantha discloses linking a main HTML file to the 
separate site link data file (col. 12, lines 22-32). 

Regarding claims 11-13, 15-18 and 21, the claims reflect a computer usable 
medium storing a program for performing and a system for performing the 
methods of claims 1-3 and 5-8 and are rejected along the same rationale. 

Regarding dependent claim 20, Mantha discloses a link to the main HTML file 
from the "icon" (col. 12, lines 7-13). 
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Regarding independent claim 22, Mantha discloses receiving a first click of an 
icon to select a portion of a web page (col. 8, lines 28-42; Figure 5A). 

Mantha further discloses receiving the selected portion of the web page 
(col. 8 f lines 40-42). 

Mantha further discloses receiving a second click of the icon to copy the 
selected portion (col. 8, lines 42-49; col. 12, lines 7-11; Figure 5A). 

Mantha discloses storing the selected portion to a client local storage (col. 
8, lines 42-49; col. 12, lines 7-1 1 ) but does not disclose determining date 
information from the Web browser or storing the date information to a client local 
storage. Burman teaches determining date information from a Web browser (p. 8, 
para. 80) and storing the date information in local storage (p.8, para. 80). It 
would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art, having the teachings 
of Mantha and Burman before him at the time the invention was made, to modify 
storing a Web page as taught by Mantha to include determining and storing date 
information as taught by Burman, because Mantha teaches transmitting a web 
page from a server and storing the web page locally (col. 1 , lines 12-28; col. 8, 
lines 42-49; col. 12, lines 7-1 1) and Burman teaches determining date 
information during transmission and storing the date information locally (p.8, 
para. 80). It would have been advantageous to one of ordinary skill to utilize 
such combination because the date information would be stored locally as would 
the selected web page and when the web page is transmitted, the date 
information would be determined which would provide the user with a reference 
to the most recently saved transmission. 
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Regarding dependent claim 24, Mantha discloses receiving a second click of 
the icon to copy the selected portion comprises copying text data into a main 
HTML file (col. 2, lines 24-26). 

Regarding dependent claim 25, Mantha discloses storing the selected portion 
in a main HTML file (col. 2, lines 24-26) but does not disclose storing the date 
information with the selected portion. Burman teaches storing the date 
information in local storage on a user's computer (p.8, para. 80). It would have 
been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art, having the teachings of Mantha 
and Burman before him at the time the invention was made, to modify storing a 
selected portion as taught by Mantha to include storing date information as 
taught by Burman, because Mantha teaches storing the selected portion in the 
main HTML file on the local hard drive (col. 2, lines 24-26) and Burman teaches 
storing the date information on the user's computer (p.8, para. 80). It would have 
been advantageous to one of ordinary skill to utilize such combination because 
the date information would be stored locally with the selected portion when the 
web page is transmitted and the date information is determined upon 
transmission, which would provide the user with the date of the most recently 
saved transmission. 

8. Claims 4 and 14 remain and claim 23 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) 
as being unpatentable over Mantha et al. (U.S. Patent 6163779) in view of 
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Burman et al. (U.S. Pub. No. 20010010059) in further view of Krause et al. (U.S. 
Patent 6266684). 

Regarding dependent claim 4, Mantha does not disclose storing a second 
selected portion to a main HTML file. Krause teaches storing a second selected 
portion to an HTML file (col. 7, lines 6-28). It would have been obvious to one of 
ordinary skill in the art, having the teachings of Mantha and Krause before him at 
the time the invention was made, to modify storing a portion of a Web page to an 
HTML file as taught by Mantha to include storing a second selected portion as 
taught by Krause, because storing one portion of a Web page to a main file and 
then storing another would allow the user to easily select and store portions of 
the Web page that are not conjoined in the page. It would have been 
advantageous to one of ordinary skill to utilize such combination because the 
user would be able to store a portion near the top of the Web page and then 
store a portion near the bottom of the Web page without storing the information 
between the portions and still have the selected portions stored in the same file. 

Regarding dependent claim 14, the claim reflects a computer usable medium 
storing a program for performing the method of claim 4 and is rejected along the 
same rationale. 

Regarding dependent claim 23, Mantha does not disclose receiving a 
highlighted portion of the web page. Krause teaches receiving a highlighted 
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portion (col. 7, lines 11-14). It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in 
the art, having the teachings of Mantha and Krause before him at the time the 
invention was made, to modify receiving a selected portion of a web page as 
taught by Mantha to include receiving a highlighted portion of the web page as 
taught by Krause, because Mantha teaches an input device for selecting items 
(col. 5, lines 20-23) and Krause teaches using an input device for highlighting 
(col. 6, lines 5-6). It would have been advantageous to one of ordinary skill to 
utilize such combination because Krause teaches selecting a portion with the 
input device (col. 5, lines 20-23) and highlighting a portion is a means of 
selecting. 

9. Claims 9, 10 and 19 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Mantha et al. (U.S. Patent 6163779) in view of Burman et al. 
(U.S. Pub. No. 20010010059) in further view of Chi (U.S. Pub. No. 
20040199466). 

Regarding dependent claim 9, Mantha does not disclose installing an icon on a 
Web browser. Chi teaches installing an icon on a Web browser (p.3, para. 41). 
It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art, having the 
teachings of Mantha and Chi before him at the time the invention was made, to 
modify the method taught by Mantha to include installing an icon on a Web 
browser as taught by Chi, because the icon would remain active without regard 
to the web sites the user is visiting, as taught by Chi (p.3, para. 41 ). It would 
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have been advantageous to one of ordinary skill to utilize such combination 
because the user would be able to easily store portions of Web pages from the 
browser while visiting any web site by using the icon. 

Regarding dependent claim 10, Mantha discloses a link to the main HTML file 
from the "icon" (col. 12, lines 7-13). 

Regarding dependent claim 19, the claim reflects a computer usable medium 
storing a program for performing the method of claim 9 and is rejected along the 
same rationale. 

Response to Arguments 

10. Applicant's arguments filed December 13, 2004 have been fully 
considered but they are not persuasive. Regarding claim 1, Applicants indicate 
that Mantha in view of Burman does not teach or suggest linking the date 
information to the stored portion of the web page (B., lines 7-8). The Examiner 
disagrees because Mantha in view of Burman teaches linking date information to 
the stored portion of the web page. In other words, Mantha teaches transmitting 
a portion of a web page from a server (col. 1 , lines 12-28) and storing the portion 
locally (col. 8, lines 42-49; col. 12, lines 7-1 1) and Burman teaches determining 
date information during transmission and storing the date information locally (p.8, 
para. 80). Since Mantha teaches transmitting a web page and Burman teaches 
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determining date information upon transmission of a web page and both teaches 
storing the information on local storage, the date information is linked to the 
stored portion of the web page. 

Claims 2-3 and 5-8 depend from independent claim 1 . Therefore claims 
2-3 and 5-8 are rejected at least based on the rationale of the rejection above. 

Claims 1 1 and 21 reflect a computer usable medium and a system for 
performing the methods of claim 1 and is rejected based on the rationale of the 
rejection above. 

Claims 1 2-1 3, 1 5-1 8 and 20 depend from independent claim 1 1 . 
Therefore claims 12-13, 15-18 and 20 are rejected at least based on the rationale 
of the rejection above. 

Claims 4 and 14 depend from independent claims 1 and 1 1 . Therefore 
claims 4 and 14 are rejected at least based on the rationale of the rejection 
above. 

Claims 9-10 and 19 depend from independent claims 1 and 11. Therefore 
claims 9-10 and 19 are rejected at least based on the rationale of the rejection 
above. 
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Regarding independent claim 22, Applicants indicate that the prior art fails 
to disclose, teach, or suggest each and every claimed element (E., lines 2-3). 
The Examiner disagrees because Mantha discloses receiving a first click of an 
icon to select a portion of a web page (col. 8, lines 28-42; Figure 5A), receiving 
the selected portion of the web page (col. 8, lines 40-42), receiving a second 
click of the icon to copy the selected portion (col. 8, lines 42-49; col. 12, lines 7- 
1 1 ; Figure 5A) and storing the selected portion to a client local storage (col. 8, 
lines 42-49; col. 12, lines 7-11) and Burman teaches determining date 
information from a Web browser (p.8, para. 80) and storing the date information 
in local storage (p.8, para. 80). 

Claims 23-25 depend from independent claim 22. Therefore claims 23-25 
are rejected at least based on the rationale of the rejection above. 

Conclusion 

1 1 . THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL Applicant is reminded of the extension of 
time policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire 
THREE MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is 
filed within TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory 
action is not mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory 
period, then the shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory 
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action is mailed, and any extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1 .1 36(a) will be 
calculated from the mailing date of the advisory action. In no event, however, will 
the statutory period for reply expire later than SIX MONTHS from the mailing 
date of this final action. 

12. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure. 

• System, method and computer program product for transcoding form 
content for display on this client devices (U.S. Pub. No. 20020038351), 

• Apparatus and method for designating information to be retrieved over a 
computer network (U.S. Patent 6278449). 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from 
the examiner should be directed to Kristina B. Honeycutt whose telephone 
number is 571-272-4123. The examiner can normally be reached on 8-5:00 
Monday-Friday. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the 
examiner's supervisor, Stephen Hong can be reached on 703-308-5465. The fax 
phone number for the organization where this application or proceeding is 
assigned is 571-272-4124. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from 
the Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information 
for published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public 
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PAIR. Status information for unpublished applications is available through 
Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair- 
direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll- 
free). 

KBH 
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